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Sir: 

Applicants request review of the final rejection, dated September 5, 2008, of the 
above-identified application. No amendments are being filed with this request. A Notice of 

Appeal is submitted concurrently herewith. 

The present application was filed on October 30, 2003 with claims 1-36. Claims 1-28 
have been canceled without prejudice and claims 29-36 remain pending. Claims 29 and 36 are 
the pending independent claims. 

In the final Office Action dated September 5, 2008, the Examiner: (i) rejected claims 29- 
36 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being anticipated by S.A. Wolfman et al., "Mixed Initiative 
Interfaces for Learning Tasks: SMARTedit Talks Back" (hereinafter "Wolfman"). 

With regard to the § 102(b) rejection of independent claims 29 and 36, Applicants contend 
that Wolfinan fails to teach each and every limitations of the recited claims because Wolfman 
discloses techniques unrelated to the present invention. Wolfinan proposes an interface for 
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machine learning that resembles a hirnian teacher-student relationship. Wolfinan, Abstract. 
Wolfinan describes a variety of rich interaction modes that enhance the learning process and 
presents a decision-theoretic framework, called DIAManD, for choosing the best interaction. Id. 
The framework is applied specifically to SMARTedit and demonstrates experimental validation 
and preliminary user feedback. Id. 

Independent claim 29 recites an apparatus for customizing a control of a user-interface of 
an existing application comprising: a memory; and at least one processor, coupled to the memory 
operative to: (i) record a procedure description comprising a series of actions performed by a 
user in the application user-interface; and (ii) customizing the control of the user-interface of the 
existing application by installing a user-interface control relating to the procedure description in 
the existing application for automatic execution of the procedure description and generation of 
the series of actions performed by the user when the user-interface control is activated. 
Independent claim 36 recites similar subject matter. 

Applicants respectfully submit that Wolfinan fails to disclose the recited limitations 
especially with regard to customizing the control of the user-interface of the existing application 
by installing a user-interface control relating to the procedure description in the existing 
application for automatic execution of the procedure description and generation of the series of 
actions performed by the user when the user-interface control is activated. First, Wolfman does 
not teach customizing the control of a user-interface of an existing application by installing a 
user-interface control relating to a procedure description in the existing application. 
Customizing a control of a user-interface of an existing application by installing a user-interface 
control is described in an illustrative embodiment of the specification at, for example, p. 8, 11. IS- 
IS: "the request may be to add a new button to an existing toolbar within the application, to add a 
new toolbar containing a new button to the top-level application window, or to add a new item to 
an existing menu within the application interface." See also Specification, p. 5, 11. 16-21 
(creating and adding new controls or modifying existing controls). 

The Examiner argues that Wolfinan shows a control of a user-interface of an existing 
application at Wolfinan, FIG. 2 and that Wolfman teaches customizing the control of the user- 
interface of the existing application at Wolfinan, FIG. 4. See Final Office Action, p. 4. 
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Specifically, the Examiner states at p. 4, 11. 13-16: "col. 12, FIG. 4, the customized control of 
SMARTedit user-interface now includes three new buttons and new Interaction Control Panel, 
wherein each interaction has its score and is represented by the darkness of its fonts and the bar 
gauges based on said score, col. 12: 12-38." Applicants submit that the change in buttons 
between FIG. 2 and FIG. 4 is not the same as customizing a control of a user-interface of an 
existing application as recited in the claims and supported in the specification. 

Applicants submit that the Wolfinan reference is being mischaracterized. Applicants 
reiterate that Wolfman discloses techniques for machine learning. Wolfman describes how a 
user demonstrates a task by starting a macro recorder. Wolfinan, col. 5, 11.18-22. After the user 
demonstrates the task, the macro recorder is stopped and the computer predicts the user's next 
action. Wolfinan, 11. 10-15. "The user interacts with the learning algorithm either by solving 
examples or by supervising the system's performance on an example." Wolfinan, 11. 43-45. 
Applicants submit that Wolfman, FIGs. 2 and 4 depict interfaces with pre-programmed buttons 
to carry out this process. Wolfinan is not interested in customizing controls of an existing user- 
interface, for example, a process of adding (e.g., installing) a button onto one of the disclosed 
control panels is not disclosed by Wolfinan. Wolfinan is concerned with presenting a way of 
training a computer to predict a task of a user. For instance, FIG. 4 shows three pre-programmed 
buttons, "Recording," "Bad Choice!," and "Done Recording." These buttons are used to train 
the computer to predict a user task. If the computer predicts a user task incorrectly, the user can 
interrupt and "rebuke" the computer by using the "Bad Choice!" button. Wolfinan, col. 13, 11. 7- 
27. The computer may then make another prediction. Clearly, Wolfinan' s proposed process is 
not teaching the customization of a control of a user-interface of an existing appUcation. 

Applicants believe that the Examiner is mismterpreting Wolfman, col. 13, 11. 22-37; FIG. 
4; and col. 12, 1. 12 to col. 13, 1. 6 to show installing a user-interface control relating to the 
procedure description m the existing application. Particularly, Wolfinan at col. 13, 11. 22-27 
states: 

SMARTedit' s user interface was altered to display the interaction choices as a set 
of radio buttons. DIAMandD's scores for the interactions are displayed by the 
contrast of the font and a horizontal gauge to the right of each interaction (as 
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shown in Figure 4). Finally, the "Bad Choice" button was added to allow users to 
rebuke DIAMandD's choice. 

Applicants note that this statement does not teach customizing the control of the user-interface of 
an existing application as recited in the claims and supported in the specification. Wolfman is 
simply disclosing that Wolfman et al. altered the SMARTedit's user interface by adding radio 
buttons. To consider this a teaching of customization as recited in the claims is a 
mischaracterization of Wolfinan. 

Even if the Examiner were correct in believing that Wolfman disclosed the installation of 
a user-interface control in an existing application, Wolfman still does not teach the recited steps. 
Applicants note that the claims recite recording a procedure description comprising a series of 
actions performed by a user in the application user-interface and customizing the control of the 
user-interface of the existing application bv installing a user-interface control relating to the 
procedure description in the existing application. Wolfman does not disclose the recording of a 
procedure description followed by a customization where a user-interface control related to the 
recorded procedvire description is installed in the existing application (i.e., Wolfinan is not 
recording a procedure description and then installing a user-interface control to carry out the 
record procedure description). Wolfinan teaches a user demonstrating a task and the user using 
pre-installed buttons to teach a computer to predict the user's task. 

On a related note, Wolfinan fails to teach that the installed user-interface control, when 
activated, automatically executes the procedure description and generates the series of actions 
performed by the user. Wolfman discloses the prediction of a user action rather than the 
generation of the series of actions performed by the user as recited in the claims. The generation 
of the series of actions is described in the specification at, for example, p. 6, 11. 4-11 ("These 
events simulate what the user would have done if she had activated the controls that were 
recorded during the recording phase. In effect, command player 112 is replaying the recorded 
procedure."). Applicants submit that predicting a user's actions is not the same as generating the 
series of actions performed by the user (e.g., replaying a recorded procedure). In fact, Wolfman 
associates a predicted user action with a probability of correction (Wolfinan, col. 11, 11. 19-28), 
which confirms that Wolfinan is not generating the series of actions performed by the user when 
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the user-interface control is activated, instead, Wolfinan is making a computer guess the user's 
next action wherein each guess may be confirmed by the user. See Wolfinan, col. 13, 11. 7-22. 

For at least these reasons, Applicants assert that independent claims 29 and 36 are not 
anticipated by Wolfinan. It follows that claims 30-35 are patentable at least by virtue of their 
respective dependencies from independent clahn 29. Further, dependent claims 30-35 recite 
patentable subject matter in their own right and Applicants respectfiilly submit that the portions 
of Wolfinan cited by the Examiner do not clearly teach the limitations of the dependent claims. 
For instance, Wolfman at col. 7, 1. 40 to col. 8, 1. 30; FIG. 4; and col. 12, 1. 38 to col. 13 1. 21, do 
not teach transmitting and receiving with relation to a procedure capturer and an operating 
system as recited in claim 30. Also, Wolfinan at col. 5, 11. 27-54 does not teach registering a 
procedure capturer with an operating system to receive notification of user actions and system 
actions as recited in claim 31. Further, Wolfman does not teach the specific steps of recording a 
procedure description as recited in claim 32, especially with regard to a procedure capturer as 
recited in the claim. Next, Wolfinan does not teach the specific steps of installing a control or 
executing the installed control as recited in claims 33 and 34, respectively. Nor does Wolfinan 
teach altering the appearance of at least one existing user interface control as recited in claim 35. 
Altering the appearance of at least one existing user interface control is described in one 
illustrative embodiment of the specification at, for example, p. 9, 1. 26 to p. 10, 1. 9. 

In view of the above. Applicants believe that claims 29-36 are in condition for allowance, 
and respectfiilly request vdthdrawal of the § 102(b) rejection. 




Respectfully submitted. 



Date: December 4, 2008 



Attorney for Applicant(s) 
Reg. No. 61,588 
Ryan, Mason & Lewis, LLP 
90 Forest Avenue 
Locust Valley, NY 11560 
(516)759-4547 
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